MAGIC AND RELIGION

disease. It is the existence of these ideas with
their motor and affective values and of their
dynamic connection which makes Magic possible
in beings subject to the laws of association. This
fundamental difference between mere association
of ideas and the essential mental processes in-
volved in Magic, Frazer has completely over-
looked. The difference may be further illustrated
by the instance of a dog biting in a rage the stick
with which he is being beaten. He is indeed
doing to the stick what he would like to do to
the man. But in attacking the stick he does
not conceive that, although the stick is not the
man, the injury done to it will hurt the man.
His action is blindly impulsive, while the form
of Magic in question involves generalisations and
other mental processes not expressed by the laws
of association.1

If magical actions cannot be deduced from
the principle of association, they can at least be
classified according to the kind of association
they illustrate. For, although the various ideas
brought together in Magic, in a" relation of cause
and effect, are frequently said to have come
together by ' chance/ some of the conditions

1 Comp. R. R. Marett, 'From Spell to Prayer,3 Folk-Lore,
xv. (1904), pp. 136-141.
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